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Qy&m/im ^£^£(.j X9^ 



1229 15th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D,C. 20005 



Telephone (202) 628-110 
Facsimile (202) 628-1 149 



July 21, 2006 




Bv Facsimile 

Tessa L Frederick, Esq. 

10 Light Street 

Baltimore, MD 21202-1487 

R^' George Banks vs. Bank of America^ N«A. 

Dear Tessa: 



I am in receipt of your letter of July 19, 2006. We are concen|0d that 
sooner that the supplemented responses to your client's interr<iigatorie| 



objectionable. We submitted our supplemented responses in 



lid-Jun 



you after the depositions of July 1 7, 2006, whether there were[|any furj 
discovery responses we submitted to you, to which you replieAi in the 
of the estimation of actual damages. The decidedly hostile to|ie of y< 
aforementioned response, to say the least. 



To your concern regarding the actual damages, we responded Biat the; 
economic losses. Our client*s losses include his expenses foJlhospit^j 
psychological counseling costs he has incurred as a result of Hann he 
June 15, 2002. We will provide you with an estimation of exAbnses i 
Responses to Defendant's Requests for Production of Docxmifnts of 



you did not make us aware 

were insufficient or 

I, and we expressly asked 

lier concerns regarding the 

jiegative with the exception 

letter conflicts with your 



counseling costs as soon as we receive the same from Dr. Eric 
Randolph, 



jNanaa, 



Moreover, following your deposition of our client on July 17, S006, 
needed to provide you with additional information regarding #e exac 
mention in your letter of July 19, 2005. We are in the process 
client's interrogatory responses, and we will both fax and e-m 
on the 2P* of this month. The additional documents in respor^^e to 
Production of Documents will be sent to you by first class ma 



J. 



k forth 



you 



;e acknowledged that we 
interrogatories you 
r supplementing our 

he supplemented responses 
client's Request for 



yc \r 



would not entail 
and doctor's visits, and 
■ered in the incident of 
our supplemented 
le doctor's visits and 
id Rev. Reginald 
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Thank you in advance for your cooperation. Should yon have 
call me at (202) 628-1101. 




any qu&tions, please feel free to 
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O/e'/ri/^y^y ^u€a- 'Q ^iMced 



1229 15th Strbet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 



TELEPHONE (202) 628-1 10^: 
Facsimile (202) 628-1149 

Octobers, 2006 



By Facsimile 

Tessa L. Frederick, Esq* 

10 Light Street 

Baltimore, MD 21202-1487 



Re: George Banks vs. Bank of America, N.A, 
Dear Tessa; 



p.; 



I am in receipt of your letter of August 11, 2006 as well as ycfior facs^ile of September 28, 2006. 
The following is submitted in response to your concerns. 



On September 22, 2006, 1 faxed to you a Proposed Stipulated 
plaintiffs tax and wage earnings records. You stated in you 
would consent to a Stipulated Protective Order. While I apprcj 
composing an entirely new draft, I would suggest, for the sakip 
revisions into one draft, which is attached. We must receivi 
before we can submit the tax and wage earnings documents y 



Regarding our client's damages, I stated, following the dijpositio 



Valentina Elebesunu, that our client would not be claiming ec( 
the same in our response letter to you on July 21, 2006, 



lomic 



In our letter to you on July 2 1 , 2006, 1 informed you that our client's I 
hospital and doctor's visits, and psychological counseling costs that 
harm he suffered in the incident of June 1 5, 2002. We pro\|ded yo 
expenses in our supplemental Responses to Defendant' s Requ<i(sts for I 
are resubmitting by first class mail the documents originally ;jsubmit 
in response to your Requests for Production of Documents. Please i 
1 3.2 should you need any further clarification regarding any further bag 
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Protective Order for submission of the 

letter df August 11, 2006, that you 

ciate thl time and effort you put into 

of efEpiency, that we integrate our 

your consent to the proposed order 

u havei requested. 



IS of Roxanna Fuentes and 
isses in his damages. I stated 



jsses include his expenses for 

le has incurred as a result of 

with an estimation of those 

[froduction of Documents. We 

:fed in estimation of expenses 

l^fer to Civil Jury Instruction 

s for compensatory damages. 



OCT 
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Thank you in advance for your cooperation. Should you have 4fiy que^ions, please feel free to call 
me at (202) 628-1101. 




reeponfie letter to T- Frederick's 8/1 1 leUer and 9/28 
Revised Protective Order 



PAGE 3/16 * RCVD AT 10/5/2006 3:13:37 PFVI [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:BALTFAX01/2 * DNIS:3700 * CSID: * DURATION (mm-ss):05-42 



